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jority, and the system is so manifestly equitable in the
cases daily before us, that there has been produced in the
general mind, an unhesitating belief that the majority's
power is unbounded. Under whatever circumstances, or
for whatever ends, a number of men cooperate, it is held
that if difference of opinion arises among them, justice re-
quires that the will of the greater number shall be exe-
cuted rather than that of the smaller number; and this
rule is supposed to be uniformly applicable, be the ques-
tion at issue what it may. So confirmed is this convic-
tion, and so little have the ethics of the matter been con-
sidered, that to most this mere suggestion of a doubt will
cause some astonishment. Yet it needs but a brief analy-
sis to show that the opinion is little better than a political
superstition. Instances may readily be selected, which
prove, by reductio ad dbsurdum, that the right of a ma-
jority is a purely conditional right, valid only within spe-
cific limits. Let us take a few.

Suppose that at the general meeting of some philan-
thropic association, it was resolved that in addition to re-
lieving distress the association should employ home-mis-
sionaries to preach down popery. Might the subscriptions
of Catholics, who had joined the body with charitable
views, be rightfully used for this end ? Suppose that of
the members of a book-club, the greater number, thinking
that under existing circumstances rifle-practice was more
important than reading, should decide to change the pur-
pose of their union, and to apply the funds in hand for
the purchase of powder, ball, and targets. Would the
rest be bound by this decision ? Suppose that under the
excitement of news from Australia, the majority of a Free-
hold Land Society should determine, not simply to start
in a body for the gold diggings, but to use their accumu-
lated capital to provide outfits. Would this appropria-
tion of property be just, to the minority? and must these